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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1-5, 24 and 39-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Thompson et al (US 6,160,946) (Thompson). Thompson teaches an 
interconnect cabinet (Figs. 2 and 4) for optical fibers comprising an enclosure (20), a 
splitter module (24, Fig. 13, the whole system can have multiple splitter modules as 
shown in Fig. 1 ) mounted in the enclosure (20) via fasteners (70) that can be removed 
to be able to remove the modules and configured to couple fibers from a fiber feeder 
cable (300) from an outside plant (or office) to individual fibers (300a) that have 
connectors (91) at their ends for coupling to other channels (or subscribers) via an 
optical splitter (351) and splice (350) that connect to the termination panel on the front 
of the splitter module (see Fig. 14) that is used to couple fibers from the splitter to fibers 
from the outside plant (see Fig. 4) wherein fiber management spools (1 16) are used to 
route excess fiber. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Thompson as applied to claims 1-5, 24 and 39-43 above, and further in view of Smith 

et al (US 2004/0001686 A1) (Smith). 

Thompson teaches the interconnect cabinet described above. 

Thompson does not state explicitly that the fiber pigtails from the splitter are 
substantially the same length. 

Smith teaches an interconnect enclosure wherein pigtails from couplers (splitters) 
are about the same length (paragraph 0037). 

Thompson and Smith are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, fiber interconnect enclosures. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the same length pigtails in the splitter taught by Thompson as 
taught by Smith since Thompson is silent on the length of the fiber, but shows equal 
length fibers in the figures (Fig. 13 for example). 

At the time the invention was made, it would obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to use equal length pigtails. Applicant has not disclosed that equal length 
pigtails provides an advantage, is used for a particular purpose, or solves a stated 
problem. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to reduce cost and installation time 
by using equal length pigtails (Smith, paragraph 0037). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 
3. Claims 7-16, 19-21, 23, 26, 28-38 and 46-47 are allowed. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 

matter: 

With regard to claims 7, 12, 14, 16, 19, 23, 28 and 46: These claims are 
allowable over the prior art of record because the latter, either alone or in combination, 
does not disclose nor render obvious a termination module further comprising a splice 
chamber configured to mount a plurality of splice modules adjacent to a back side of the 
termination panel or a distance between a first and last spool is about half the distance 
between first and last rows of connection members of the termination panel or a 
termination panel with a splice chamber mounted adjacent the back side of the 
termination panel wherein both the termination panel and splice chamber are 
independently able to pivot, a cable securing member that is movable, able to pivot 
about a neutral axis having an arc length for a cable secured therein and detachable, a 
double-wall enclosure for passive cooling or the distance between first and last spools 
being about half the distance between first and last rows of connection members on the 
termination panels, in combination with the rest of the claimed limitations. 

With regard to claims 8-11, 13, 15, 20-21, 26, 29-38 and 47: These claims are 
allowable over the prior art of record because they depend from allowable claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 24 May 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. In response the argument that the Thompson reference does not teach 
all of the claim limitations of claim 1: As seen in Fig. 13 and explained above, 
Thompson teaches a feeder cable (300) having a plurality of fibers to be coupled to 
some outside plant (office). The fibers enter the connection module (24), couple to a 
splice (350) then to a splitter (351 ) which then multiple fiber terminate at the connection 
module (24) panel with connectors (91 ) for different channel (subscriber) locations. So 
as seen, short length of fiber (or pigtails) have a first end at the splitter (351) that 
couples to the feeder cable (300) and a second end at the connectors (91) at the 
connection module (24) panel (termination panel). Even if the connectors (91 ) were 
somehow hard coupled to the panel (the point of connectors is that they can be 
connected and disconnected including if they are attached to a panel), this would not 
result in the fibers going from the splitter (351) to the connectors (91) not being pigtails 
since pigtails are taken as just short lengths of fibers absent any specific definition given 
by the applicant. 



Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan Lepisto whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
1946. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:30 AM - 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Frank Font can be reached on (571 ) 272-2415. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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